136 the &dquo;Chicago School&dquo; (Wirth, 1938) . Simmel (1938: 15-16) . Milgram (1970) and Fischer (1972) have reformulated Simmel and Wirth's thought with greater precision, but without fundamental changes in the hypotheses.
Recent sociological research has deviated from the classical model in several ways. First, although Simmel and Wirth dis- cussed individuals' reactions to density, sociologists have often used areas as units of anlaysis (Choldin and Roncek, 1976; Galle et al., 1972; Schmitt, 1966; Winsborough, 1965) . Individual-level studies are relatively rare (Baldassare, 1975; Booth, 1976; Felson and Solaun, 1975; Loring, 1956a Loring, , 1956b Mitchell, 1971) . Second, although Simmel and Wirth considered (Day and Day, 1973) ? Apart from macro organization, do individuals adapt to high density and thereby blunt negative effects, or has research failed to identify the attitudes and behaviors which are indeed influenced by population density?
Two possibilities must be examined before making conclusions about density effects: (1) Negative effects of high density may occur, but only under certain conditions. For example, when high-density cities are not structured to accommodate high population flows and demands, people may be frustrated and behave more aggressively than in well-structured cities (Jacobs, 1961 (Booth, 1976; Freedman, 1975; Hawley, 1972; Jacobs, 1961; Loring, 1956a: 167; Michelson, 1970: 157) . The notion of positive effects contradicts the classical view that high density is a mental &dquo;overload&dquo; and decreases social ties. Urban America is characterized by moderate levels of residential density, and within that range, it is very possible that increasing density enhances social ties. (Freedman, 1973; Rapoport, 1975; Stokols, 1976) (a) Size. Size and density effects have been confounded in the literature, but they are not theoretically equivalent (see Hawley, 1972 (Berscheid and Walster, 1969; Verbrugge, 1977 (Rotter, 1966) . Three value of privacy items are taken from a prior study on density effects (Baron et al., 1976 (1) Wirth (1938) 2. Psychologists who study density effects have relied on these sociological models and also models of animal behavior. Psychological research focuses on how density influences interpersonal behavior (especially aggression) and task performance. Numerous variations in settings, subject characteristics, duration of exposure, tasks, and social interaction have been tried in experiments or observed in natural settings (see Freedman et al., 1971; Loo, 1972; Ross et al., 1973; Sherrod, 1974) . Strong negative effects are seldom found. For a review of psychological studies, see Freedman (1975) .
3. See Carnahan and Galle (1973) , Choldin (1978) , and Freedman (1975) Thomas and Fink, 1963; Willems, 1964) , but experimental studies of density effects have ignored group size as a variable independent of density.
6. This association could be a spurious one if another factor causes both residential stability and local integration.
7. Sampling details are stated in Verbrugge and Taylor (1977) . 8. A possible criticism of the restriction to homeowners is that the range of street and neighborhood densities is reduced, compared to a sample including apartment dwellers.
